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Hill Told Soviets Could Foil

'St’i'a't'égic Defense Initiative

By Waiter Pincus

. Washiugton Post Staff Writer

President Reagan’s vision of an

_effective shield against a Soviet nu-

clear attack “does not appear fea-
sible” without cooperation from the

tions in_offensive nuclear_ weapons,
according to a study.released yes-

_ terday by the congressional Otfice
. of Technology Assessment.

“Assured survival of the U.S. .
. population appears impossible to

achieve -if: the Soviets are deter-

mined to deny it to us,” the OTA -

said, because of inherent. advan-

- tages that offense would have over
" defense in a nuclear war.

. The detailed study, which was
done by OTA’s staff aided by an

: advisory panel of supporters and.

opponents of the president’s Stra-
tegic Defense  Initiative research
program, warned that without a
negotiated agreement on the-intro-

ductlon of new defensive systems, 4

the two superpowers “might easily -

suspect the other of attempting to

gain a military advantage” and in- -

stitute a new arms race in both of-
fensive and defensive weapons.

The Soviet Union has thus far
expressed adamant opposition to
the idea of a negotiated agreement
to introduce new defensive sys-
tems, although, according to the
Reagan administration, it is also
conducting active research on de-
fensive technologies.

U.S. security would increase, the

.study said, if it proves feasible to

build a defensive system that would
protect population centers and
American missile fields but only if

~ an. agreement with the Soviets,
" could be reached to coordinate

weapons reductions and the intro-
duction of defensive systems. How-
ever, the study notes, “no one has
as yet specified in any detail just

hoew such an arms control agree- |

ment could be formulated.”

agreed reduc-

_'Study Crztzczzes Proposal for Mzsszle Shzeld

“It is too early to predlct the like-
lihood of-success” in SDI research,
the study said, but added that the
end of 1986 would be a good time

for decisions on future funding of

the program.

A related OTA study of antisat-
ellite weapons, also released yes-
terday, found that an arms. control

agreement could “reduce” the pros- -

pect of a race in such weaponry, but
it “could not guarantee the survival
of U.S. satellites attacked by resid-
ual or covert Sovxet [antisatelhte]
weapons.”

This study also found that an ef-
fective antisatellite arms control
treaty “would place significant re-
strictions on the testing and deploy-
ment” -of SDI, since many of the
same technologies would be used in
both systems.

The two reports are being re-
leased at a time when Congress is
debating future SDI and antisatel-

~ lite funding, and U.S. and Soviet of-

ficials are discussing their roles in
arms control negotiations.

The SDI study says the program
raises a fundamental issue of
whether the 1972 Antiballistic Mis-
sile Treaty “continues to be com-
patible with our national interest”
because it prohibits a nationwide
missile defense system, which is the
goal of the Reagan program.

It argues that the United States
must eventually choose between
seeking Soviet agreement to revise
the treaty or withdraw from it. The
study found, however, that the cur-
rent U.S. “middle ground” objective
“may be the most difficult to at-

tain"—seeking to bolster the ABM °

treaty to prevent near-term Soviet
ABM testing while publicly declar-
ing American intention to abandon
it later “when we are ready.”

* The study then noted “the inher-
ent paradox” that the administra-
tion plans to continue development
of SDI even without Moscow’s co-

operation, while at the same time
recognizing that an agreement with
the Soviets would be necessary if
‘the long-term SDI goal is to be met.
The study takes issue with some
past beliefs of both supporters and
opponentss of the administration
programs:
u Current Soviet ballistic missile
defense. technology “probably does
not exceed our own,” the report
finds, but adds that because there is
an ABM site around Moscow, the

Soviets “are almost certainly better
equipped in the near term to deploy
a large-scale ‘traditional’ {[land-
based ABM] system than we are.”
The study quickly adds that al-
though the Defense Department
has said the Soviets may be prepar-
ing such a nationwide system, “of-

ficials of the CIA .

Tikely . . . n the near term.”

" Although the Soviets are “vigor-
ously developing advanced technol-
ogies” for futuristic, space-based

_strategic defense, “in terms of basic

technology capabilities, the United
States is clearly ahead of the Soviet
Union in key areas required for ad-
vanced [SDI] systems.”

m The study questions the presi-
dent’s publicized statement that he
would be prepared to share SDI
technology with the Soviets if it
proved successful. It points out that
giving such information away might
allow Moscow to find weaknesses in
the U.S. system and that the SDI

. technologies “have application . in

other military areas that we may
not want to help the Soviets devel-
Op ”

m The study addresses the uncer-
tainty over just what the adminis-

tration’s SDI goal really is. The

president has often referred to it as .

a program that if successful would
render nuclear weapons obsolete.

. The study, however, says this is not

the real objective of the administra-

tion’s current program. Using a .

1985 Pentagon definition and “some
of the president’s language,” it as-
cribes to SDI the more limited goal
of making ballistic missile defenses
cheaper than new offensive weap-
ons, thus paving the way for nego-
tiations with the Soviets to reduce
missiles,

The 324-page study of the SDI
program, along with a 146-page
report on the antisatellite program,
were done at the request of the
House Armed Services Committee

- do not judge it

Porfiomd

Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2012/07/03 : CIA-RDP90-00965R000605110007-5




Sanitized Copy Appr_oyed for Release 2012/07/03 : CIA-RDP90-00965R0006Q51 1000@ .

Declassified in Part -

of

and the Senate Foreign Relations -
Committee, = - '

The aim of the studies, according
to OTA officials, was to “pose the
‘issues in a fair point of view” so that
members of Congress could under-

. stand the policy options as- they
. come up in legislation. : .

The 21-member- advisory panel,
made up of such diverse defense
specialists as Reagan administration
consultant' Colin -Gray- and- former

*defense secretary Robert S;‘McNa-

mara, reviewed the study: as it
progressed as well as the final
drafts of the report.
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